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SUBSTANCE OF THE SPEECH 


OF THE 


RT. Hon. LORD FITZGIBBON, 
| LORD CHANCELLOR OF IRELAND, 


On the 10th of January 1793. 


Tur Addreſs of Thanks to His Majeſty 
for his moſt gracious Speech having been 
x moved by the Earl of Weſtmeath, 


The Lord Chancellor roſe and ſaid, I truſt it is 
unneceſſary for me to ſtate my cordial and 
hearty concurrence in the reſolution which 
N has been moved by my noble friend, to which 

I ſhould have given my filent aſſent if, I did 
not feel it to be peculiarly neceſſary to relieve 
| the public mind from a ſeries of exaggerated 
miſrepreſentations with reſpect to the Roman 
Catholic ſubjects of Ireland, which have been 
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impreſle J upon it with uncommon induſtry, 
which ſeem to have been adopted by the two 
Noble Lords who ſpoke laſt, and which, to 
my utter aſtoniſhment, have been laid at the 
foot of the throne in the name and on the be- 
half of that body of the people. When I read 
in the public prints a paper purporting to be 
the authorized petition of the Roman Catho- 
lics of Iicland, preſented to his Majeſty by 
Deputies appointed for the purpoſe, I did not 
ſuppoſe that any ſet of men would have dared 
to approach the throne with a groſs and ma- 
lignant deception upon the Father of his Peo- 
ple. But on enquiry, I find that this printed 
paper 1s an authentic copy of a petition which 
has been preſented to his Majeſty as containing 
a full and fair ſtatement of harſh and oppreffive 
reſtrictions wantonly impoſed by the legiſlature 
of this country upon his Catholic ſubjects, and 
therefore it is that I ſeize this firſt opportunity 
publicly to detect and reprobate the impoſition. 
—lr is not my intention at this time minutely 
to enter into the claims advanced by our Ca- 
tholic fellow. ſubjects: whenever they come 
diſtinctly before us, I truſt they will receive 
a fair, candid, and temperate diſcuſſion. I have 
never known a ſubject which ſeems fo pe- 
culiarly 
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culiarly intereſting to this country ; for upon 
a full and diſpaſſionate inveſtigation, and a juſt 
decifion upon it, will hang the internal peace 
of Ireland, and her conſtitutional connexion 
with the peopic of the Proteſtant Empire of 
Great Britain. For the preſent, it is my in- 
tention to confine myſelf to the unpardonable 
miſtatements of the fituation of the Catholic 
ſubjects of Ireland, which ſeem to have had 
their full effect on the two Noble Lords, and 
have moſt unadviſedly bcen made to his Ma- 
zeſty on their behalf. It has been Rated in the 
name of all the Catholics of Ireland, that they 
are 7otally prohibited from keeping or uſing 
weapons for the defence of their houſes, fami- 
lies, or perſons, whereby they are expoſed to 
the violence of burglary, robbery, and aſ- 
ſaſſination. The prohibition is ſtated as gene- 
ral, and without exception; and that the con- 
ſequence has been, that the whole body are 
the victims of plunder and aſſaſſination. With 
reſpect to the laws made in the reign of King 
William for diſarming papiſts, no man who 
knows the hiſtory of Ireland, can hefitate to 
ſay that ſelf-defence and ſelf-preſervation ren- 
dered them at that period a meaſure of hard 
neceſſity. But it would have become the men 
B 2 who 
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who have taken into their hands the cauſe of 
the Catholics to have ſtated, that in theſe laws 
there is an exception for every man of that 
perſuaſion who ſhall obtain a licence from the 
Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council to carry 
arms ; and that ſuch a licence has never in 
any inſtance within the memory of man been 
denied to a Catholic whoſe rank and education 
entitled him to it. And I am ſorry to ſay, that 
at this hour, ſuch is the rude ſtate of the lower 
order of the people of all rcligions in Ireland, 
that if offenſive weapons are to be put into 
their hands, every man of property who lives 
in the remote diſtricts, whether Catholic or 
Proteſtant, will quickly feel to his coſt, that he 
is daily expoſed to the violence of burglary 
and robbery. But the people, rude as they 
are, I am ſatisfied have a general horror of 
aſſaſſination. Having thus ſtated the pro- 
hibition, as contravening the great original 
law of nature, which enjoins ſelf-defence, they 
afſert, that to enforce it a variety of ſtatutes 
exiſt, not leſs grievous and oppreſſive in their 
proviſions than urgent in their object, by one 
of which, enacted within fixteen years, every 
Catholic ſubject of any rank or degree, peer 
or peaſant, is compelled to go before a magi- 
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ſtrate and convict himſelf of the ſingular of- 
fence in a free country of keeping arins for his 
defence, and in caſe of his refuſal, is liable to 
the penaltics of fine and :mpriſonment, and to 
the vile and ignominious puniſhments of the 
pillory and whipping. If I had not, in the 
particular ſituation of this country in the year 
1787, had occafion to look into the Statute- 
book, to ſee whether the law exiſted, for re- 
ſtraining the horrid exceſſes committed at that 
period in the South againſt the eſtabliſhed cler- 
gy, I ſhould have been ſtartled at this bold aſ- 


ſertion ; to force any man to criminate him- 


ſelf upon oath, on pain of fine, impriſonment, 
pillory, and whipping, would be an outrage 
upon every principle of natural juſtice, which 
would ſtamp indelible diſgrace upon the juriſ- 
prudence of this country. To enact ſuch a 
law againſt an unoffending pcople, to enforce 
a general prohibition of ſelf · defence, would be 
a high aggravation of the outrage, if it were 
capable of aggravation. But what will be the 
aſtoniſhment of every man who hears me, 
when he knows that this ſtature, which has 
been thus ſelected, for the purpoſe of wounding 
the feelings of both countrics, has been moſt 
groſsly and unpardonably miſtated in its origi- 
h nal 
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nal formation, and that it now no longer ex- 
iſts ; it was an act paſſed in the year 1776, to 
prevent tumultuous rifings, when the populace 
of the South, calling themſelves White Boys, 
were in a ſtate of general tumult, and had 
committed the moſt hornd exceſſes; a clauſe 
was inſerted in the act, authorifing magiſtrates 
to ſearch for arms and ammunition, and to 
ſummon papiſts, who might be ſuſpected to 
have either in their poſſeſſion, and oblige them 
to make diſcovery on oath where they lay; it 
they refuſcd to obey the ſummons, and to 
ſubmit to anſwer, they were ſubje& to all the 
penalties of fines, impriſonment, the pillory, 
and whipping ; but this is an expreſs proviſo, 
which follows the clauſe, that no perſon ſhall 
be convicted, or incur any penalty, for any of- 
fence, upon any confeſſion or diſcovery made 
on ſuch examination, and that the examina- 
tion thus taken ſhall not be given in evidence 
againſt the perſon examined, unleſs he ſhall be 
indicted for perjury committed upon his exa- 
mination. Has it ever been alledged, that 
this law, which was pointed only at a rude and 
miſguided populace, was ever executed againſt 
an unoffending man? Or did it ever enter 
the mind of any man, that this clauſe was in- 
| tended 
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tended to enforce the acts paſled in the reign 
of King William, for diſarming papiſts? And 
if any magiſtrate had preſumed to pervert it 
to this unwarrantable purpoſe, can there be a 
doubt that he would have been ſeverely pu- 
niſhed for his miſconduct. But the Act which 
was made on the {pur of the occafion, to meet 
a temporary evil, was made a temporary law, 
and actually expired in the year 1784. And I 
am ſorry to ſay, that the ſame exceſſes which 
had made this ſtatute neceflary, were renewed 
ſhortly after the expiration of it, and a new law 
was made to reſtrain them, in which, however, 
there is no proviſion whatever to enforce the 
diſcovery of arms and ammunition in the poſ- 
ſecſhon of papiſts. 


Having thus miſtated the laws by which 
Catholics are reſtrained in the uſe of arms; in 
the ſame ſpirit of exaggerated miſrepreſenta- 
tion it is aſſerted that no Catholic has any ſe- 
curity for his perſonal eſtate, inaſmuch as the 
law allows and encourages the diſobedient and 
unnatural child to conform and deprive him 
of it. The unhappy father does not even 
by the ſurrender of his all, purchaſe his repoſe. 
He may be attacked by new bills, if his future 
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induſtry be ſucceſsful, and again be plundered 
by due courſe of law.“ 


By the AR of the 2d of Queen Anne, a con- 
forming child was entitled to a maintenance 
and portion, to be charged on the perſonal 
eſtate of a Popiſh parent, if the child thought 
fit to file a bill in the Court of Chancery for 
that purpoſc. But this proviſion has been in a 
great meaſure done away by the Stat. of 17th 
and 18th Geo. II. and by a ſubſequent Stat. 
has in effect been completely defeated. The 
Stat. 17th and 18th of the King authorizes 
Catholics to purchaſe lands for any term not 
exceeding nine hundred and ninety- nine years, 
at any reſerved rent; and enacts expreſsly, 
that no maintenance or portion ſhall be de- 
creed to a conforming child out of any part of 
the perſonal eſtate of a Popiſh parent, ſave 
that of ſuch leaſes as may be acquired under 
the powers given by that act. The idea of 
the Legiſlature in allowing Catholics to pur- 
chaſe lands for terms of nine hundred and 
ninety- nine ycars, was to give them in effect 
the whole beneſicial intereſt in the land, with- 
out enabling them to acquire the freehold. 
zur the many diſadvantages, both to ſeller and 
purchaſer, 


(-9-4 


purchaſcr, ariſing from this ſort of transfer of 
land, were ſoon perceived; and the Act of the 
z iſt and 22d of the King enables Catholics to 
purchaſe the freehold and inheritance of lands 
as fully and bencficially as any other deſcrip- 
tion of his Majeſty's ſubjects may do; ſo that, 
as the law now ſtands, unleſs a Catholic ſhall 
chooſe, in purchaſing land, to take a leaſe for 
999 years at a nominal rent, purſuant to the 
Act of 17 and 18 of the King, rather than to 
purchaſe the inheritance, which he may do, 
there is no ſpecics of perſonal property on 
which the Act of 2d of Anne can operate in 
favour of a conforming child. It is therefore 
a raſh aſſertion indeed, conveyed in terms of 
bitter indignation and complaint, that the diſ- 
obedient and unnatural child is allowed and 
encouraged perpetually to diſturb the repoſe 
of his unhappy father, and again and again to 
plunder him by the courſe of law. The fa& 
is, that as the law now ſtands, the Act of Queen 
Anne is in this particular a dead letter ; and I 
do not believe there is a fingle inſtance in which 
it can now be enforced. 

Having thus miſtated the laws of which they 
complain, the perſons who a& for the Catho- 
lics proceed to accuſe the landlords of Ireland 
of unfecling and indiſcriminate oppreſſion; 
they aſſert, that at the expiration of their leaſes, 
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multitudes of the Catholic tenantry are expelled 
from their farms to make room for Proteſtant 
freeholders. So far as my experience goes, and 
I think that few men are better acquainted with 
the South of Ircland than I am, where a very 
great majority of the people are of the Popiſh 
Religion, I can fafcly ſay that this ſtatement is 
utterly unfounded. If the landlords in that 
diſtrict were inclined to this ſort of oppreſſion, 
the fituation of the country would moſt effec- 
tually defeat it, for there are not Proteſtants in 
the country to occupy the ſoil. But the great 
misfortune of Ireland, and particularly of the 
lower claſs of its inhabitants is, that at the ex- 
piration of every leaſe, the farm is put up to 
auction, and without confidering whether he be 
Proteſtant or Papiſt, whether he be induſtrious 
or indolent, whether he be ſolvent or a beggar, 
the higheſt bidder is declared the tenant by the 
law agent of the eſtate I muſt ſay to the diſ- 
grace of the landlord, and moſt frequently 
much to his diſadvantage. It happened to 
me in the year 1783, to canvaſs the county in 
which I live, and on an eſtate which had been 


newly ſet at 26, oool. a-year, as I recollect, I. 


found but five Proteſtent tenants. But what 
are we to ſay to the aſſertion which follows this 
charge againſt the landlords of Ireland : That 
many of his Majeſty's Catholic ſubjects, to pre- 
ſerve 
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ſerve their families from total deſtruction, ſub- 
mit to a nominal conformity againſt their con- 
viction and conſcience, and preferring perjury 
to famine, take oaths which they utterly diſ- 
believe. Let me here mark the character 
which thoſe men give of that body of people 
who have committed their cauſe to them 
They ſay, that many of their body who have 
conformed, take oaths againſt their conviction 


and conſciences; oaths which they utterly diſ- 


believe. The oaths which a conformiſt takes 
are the oaths of ſupremacy, allegiance, and ab- 
juration. The firſt we all know a Catholic can't 
take with a ſafe conſcience, becauſe he is taught 
ſrom his cradle, that the ecclefiaſtical ſupre- 
macy of the Crown is a profane uſurpation 
upon the authority of the Pope, derived to 
him by divine commiſſion. But I would aſk if, 
on conformity, oaths are taken which a Catholic 
diſbelieves, whether it is the oath of allegiance or 
the oath ofabjuration which is againſt his convic- 
tion? By the firſt he profeſſes his allegiance to 
his Majeſty ; by the ſecond he diſclaims all al- 
legiance to the houſe of Stewart, and their 
title to the Throne. I am myſelf ſatisfied, 
that the Catholic ſubjects of Ireland do hear- 
tily, willingly, and truly take the oaths of al- 
legiance and abjuration, and the charge made 
upon them by thoſe who have undertaken the 
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office of their friends and advocates, ſhewa 
plainly, that by deviating from a ſtraight line 
of truth in their zcal for a diſcovery of griev- 
ances, they have been betrayed into acts of 
great and unpardonable indiſcretion. Their 
object ſeems to be not ſo much to obtain < re- 
dreſs of any ſolid grievances which may preſs 
upon the perſons of their communion, as to 
miſlead the pcople of another country, and to 
incite the Catholics of Ireland to diſcontent and 
tumult ; with which view it is, I muſt preſume, 
that they have been told, that the exiſting go- 
vernment of this country has been in the habit 
of committing repeated violations of a ſolemn 
treaty, and that the Popery laws enacted here ſince 
the revolutlon have been enacted in direct breach 
of the articles of Limerick ; but the Popery laws 
enacted in this country have no more relation to 
the Articles of Limerick than any other code in 
the Statute Book. Firſt it ſeems to be a perfectly 
new idea, that a general officer at the head of a 
victorious army, has any power to make a ſtipula- 
tion with a rebellious garriſon ſor civil immuni- 
ties for any of the King's ſubjects, which ſtipula- 
tion is to be binding not only on the exiſting 
parliament of this country, if any did exiſt at 
the time, but on all future Parliaments which 
ſhould be elected. What the valuable conſi- 
| deration paid by the rebellious garriſon could 
have 
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have been, or how it could bind the Legiſlators 
of the country, I do not comprehend ; and it 
any man living can ſeriouſly entertain an opi- 
nion, that General Ginkle could by any capi- 
tulation which he made with the garriſon of 
Limerick, ſecure to the Catholics of Ireland 
civil immunities beyond the reach of the Le- 
giſlative power of the State, he muſt entertain 
a very ſingular notion of the Britiſh Conſtitu- 
tion. But the fact is, that not one of the arti- 
cles of Limerick relates to the whole body of 
the Catholics but the firſt, which ſtipul ues for 
them the ſame indulgence in the exerciſe of 
their religion, which they enjoyed in the reign 
of Charles II. and engages for his Majeſty's 
good offices, with the parliament, to extend ro 
them ſuch further indulgencies as may be con- 
-fiſtent with the ſafety of Ireland. Let the men 
who complain of a violation of the Articles of 
Limerick, compare the fituation of the Catho- 
lics at this day with reſpect to their religion, 
with their ſituation during the reign of 
Charles II. 


By the act of Supremacy, 27th Ellzabeth, 
prieſts who did not take the oath of ſupremacy, 


and acknowledge their Sovereign to be head of 
the Church, were baniſhed the King's domini- 
ons: if they returned, they were ſubject to the 
penalties of treaſon - no perſon to contribute to 
their maintenance abroad on pain of a Præmu- 
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nire: perſons diſcovering them in the kingdom 
and not informing againit them, were ſubject 
to fine and impriſonment. No child to be ſent 
abroad for education under the penalty of 100l. 
ſubjects who were actually abroad bound to re- 
turn within fix months, to take the oath of Su- 
premacy. The act of uniformity which paſſed 
in the reign of Charles II. prohibits altogether 
the celebration of the Maſs, and both theſe Sta- 
tutes were rigidly enforced during the reign of 
Charles II. inſomuch, that on the Duke of Or- 
mond's quitting the government of Ireland, 
there were but three Popiſh Biſhops left in this 
The acts of Settlement and Explanation im- 
poſed farther reſtraints upon Catholics, which 
were all rigidly enforced during the reign of 
Charles II.— What is the fituatiou of the Ca- 
tholics of Ireland at this day with reſpect ta 
the exerelſe of their religion? It is not now 
barely under connivance, it is put under the 
protection of rhe law, upon conditions which 
are eaſily performed, and are not complained 
of, and thereby the real clauſes in the acts of 
Supremacy and Uniformiiy, fo far as they re- 
late to the exerciſe of the Popith religion, are, 
in my opinion, virtually repealed; ſo that if 
we are to look to the firſt Article of Limerick, 
which alone relates to the whole body of the 
Catholics, 


( 1s ) 


Catholics, I do not ſee that they have any found- 

ed complaint that it has been violated. | 
The ſecond Article of Limerick, which is 
what they principally rely upon, ſtipulates, 
that their eſtates, with all rights and immuni- 
ties belonging to them, ſhall be reſtored. To 
whom ? Not to the whole body of the Catho- 
lics, but to the garriſon of Limerick, Athlone, 
and ſome other fortified places, and te officers 
bearing commiſſions from James II. Theſe 
are the perſons to whom alone this article ex- 
tends; and if any doubt could ariſe upon the 
conſtruction of it, it has been removed by the 
Act of King William confirming the Articles 
of Limerick, which enaQts, that this ſecond Ar- 
ticle ſhall be conſtrued only to reſtore the per- 
ſons compriſed in it to their eſtates as again 
the King juſt as if they had not taken a part in 
the rebellion, and this too on the expreſs con- 
dition that they ſhould be adjudged to be com- 
prized in the Articles of Limerick, within two 
years from the paſling this act; and it is worth 
obſcrving, that by the military Articles of Li- 
merick, an option is given to all perſons en- 
ticled to the benefit of the Capitulation, to quit 
the kingdom, and a ſtipulation is made that 
they ſhall be conveyed to France at the King's 
expence. And it is a fad perfectly well aſcer- 
rained, that more than 20, ooo of the native Iriſh 
| availed 
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«vailed themſclves of the ſtipulation, and were 
actually conveyed to France at the expence of 
the Crown, where they choſe to ſcttle them- 
ſelves, rather than to live at home under the 
Government of King William.—It is therefore 
a ſtrange aſſertion to make at this day, that the 
enacting laws for the diſarming Papiſts, or for 
diſabling them to vote, was a breach of faith by 
the parliament of Ireland, and an infraction of 
the Articles of Limerick. They could not in 
their nature bind the Parliament ; and if they 
could, nothing in the ſhape of civil immunity 
was ſtipulated by General Ginkle for the whole 
body of the Roman Catholics. I have thought 
it right thus far to correct the groſs and cxag- 
gerated miſrepreſentations which have gone 
forth upon this ſubject, and which have been 
in ſome meaſure echoed by the two noble Lords 
who ſpoke laſt; and having been called up by 
them, I cannot but ſtate my anxious wiſh that 
the account of Catholic grievances may be fi- 
nally ſettled in this Seſſion; no man in the com- 
munity is more ready than I am to enter coolly 
and diſpaſſiorately into the mature of thcir 
claims. I do moſt ſolemnly proteſt, that as an 
individual, I never have, nor will I ever enquire, 
what may be the religion of any man.—if he be 
an honeſt man, whatever his religion may be, 
it ſhall never influence me in my private deal- 

ing; 
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ing, and the more zealouſly any man is attach- 
ed to any religion which he profeſſes, the great- 
er confidence ſhall I always be inclined to place 
in him. But we all know the influence which 
religion has uniformly had upon the political 
government of every nation in Europe ; and it 
is in this point of view alone, in which I will 
ever conſider the claims of the Catholics in this 
Houſe. If there be a clauſe in the Statute 
Book which reſtrains their religious worſhip— 
if there be a clauſe which renders their charac- 
ters, their perſons, or their property leſs ſecure 
than the characters, the perſons, or the proper- 
ties of Proteſtants, let it be repealed, but if any 
man can be ſo wild as to look to a total repeal 


of the Popery laws of this kingdom—if any 
man can be ſo wild as to deſire to communicate 


the efficĩent power of a free Proteſtant Govern- 
ment, to a great majority of the people of Ire- 
land profeſſing the Popiſh religion, I do not 
ſcruple to ſay, that it is an abſurd and a wicked 
ſpeculation—I am ſatisfied, that ſo long as 
the nature of men continues to be what it is, it 
is utterly impoſſible rhat a zealous Catholic 
can exerciſe the efficient powers of Govern- 
ment in ſupport of a Proteſtant eſtabliſhment 
in Ireland, or in ſupport of her connexion with 
the Proteſtant empire of Great Britain ; and 
therefore, if 1 am the ſingle man in Ireland to 

D raiſe 
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raiſe my voice againſt ſuch a project, I will 
reſiſt it . 

It is not to the people who profeſs the Catho- 
lic religion that I look upon this occaſion ; it 
is to the principles of that religion, to which I 
know they are zealouſly and ſuperſtitiouſly de- 
voted ; the influence which theſe principles 
have had upon the political government of 
every nation in Europe for centuries. If, un- 
fortunately for this country, we ſhall ever be 
induced to make ſo fatal an experiment, we 
may reſt aſſured, that the maintenance of a Pro- 
teſtant eſtabliſhment, and of our connexion 
with Great Britain, muſt once more be put to 
the iſſue of the ſword ; and whenever the ſub- 
zet recommended to us from the Throne ſhall 
come into debate, I will tate, without reſerve, 
the grounds upon which I have formed that 
opinion ; I rruſt, however, that no degree of 
lenity, or rafhneſs, or timidity, will ever induce 
the Parliament of Ireland to yield her beſt ſe- 
curity ; for the peace and proſperity of the 
country, committed to their care, whatever 
events may ariſe, I will perſevere in defending 
the preſent Conſtitution of this country, and 
tranſmiring it to poſterity; and, in ſo doing, 
I am ſatisfied that I ſhall prove the beſt friend 
of the People of Ireland, whether Proteſtants 
or Catholics. 


